8/29/24 


Mrs. Anna T. Burt 
520 Brockman Bldg. 
Los Angeles, Cal. 


Dear Mrs. Burt: 


I enclose check to cover your bill, though this 
run of mimeographs is entirely unsatisfactory, and I 
should have turned it back entire, had not my secretaries 
sent off a couple of hundred sheets before I noticed. 


As your operator remarked to you that the stencil 
would not stand more ink, and as you yourself admitted 
you realized the job was not one to be proud of, I have 
no hesitation in returning to you the remainder. 

Probably the stencil is worn and will not qualify 
for a good job any further. So you may cut a new sten- 
cil, and run 1000 prints, giving me the proper credit 
_ on this remittance. 


Neither you nor I can afford to send out cheap- 
looking work. 


Sincerely Yours 


L:EH 


we 


January fourteenth 
Nineteen twenty five 


Mrs Anne 7. Burt, 
520 Brockman Bldg. 
mee Angeles, Cal. 


‘Dear Madam: 
A I enclose check for $5.50 to cover your services to date. 


{ Your bill of January 12th itemized: 
ce EPEGURUING SCONGL1...0sveccecercesceee gl. 50 


ve i - Running.off 1,000 copieSescccccceres 5e50 
Si .-T;090 sheets of PAPEL o cle cies ceo clslcioen Ae100 
dh ae cee e 


cS dale cae BE 
+ hae sy 


You might bill me for cutting 10 stencils and running 
20,000, copies, and supplying 10,000 sheets of paper, but 
Alpe. Meg for what I have received. You promised me l, 600 
‘| mimeos'at 3 P.M. last Friday, January 9th and I sent my 
ee oretary in to get them. She got there at 3:30 and then 
_ had ‘to wait a long time and there was only a small package 
of sheets ready for her to bring home. Having had experience 
fore with your Service I had the package opened and 
ped before use. There were 99 sheets. You promised 
the balance of the 1,000 out to me next day, Saturday 
th. Though you were jogged by telephone you failed 
I did not receive anything further from 
onday afternoon January 12th. It was obviou 
e PeOeSES. Me it gis not COUR ee that 


=o= 


- 


As for cutting a new stencil over, # think it would not 
be difficult to prove that you did not do it. You woulda 
hardly have the same slight mistakes in two or three 
succesSive stencils. You said you eut a stencil for the 
last order({ for which I paid you December 4th ) though you 
were distinctly instructed that I wanted a multiizgenbh. If you 
knew how to cut stencils and how to take care of them you © 
could use them for et least four end more times, six separate 
runnings of a thousand each covering a period of three or 
four months. This cutting of a new stencil for each order, 
less than a month apart is either incompetence or graft. 
If this were my first disagreeable experience with you I 
might be more charatable; but since last April, I have had a 
logical succession of poor workmanship, unreliability in 
delivery, frequent ahortage(more than once) , and a general 
incompetency and unbusiness like procedure-= like your 
making several attempts to collect a bill both before and 
after you went East, when I had your full receipt in my hands. 


LG is doubtless not for me to complain for I should have 
found a competent workman long ago but I am greatly over- 
worked, and have let the matter drift. I shell now find 


some place where I can depend on good work and reasonable 


business integrity. 


Yours Truly, 


CFL 


P, S. I find that you have not remitted for the Song Book 
sent you at your order Dec 23. I therefore subtract that 


$1.50 from the cheek and send you $ 4,00 with receipt 
_ for $1.50 for the book. 


PHONE 
TUCKER 7302 


NOTARY PUBLIC 


ANNA T. BURT 


oo) 
Of GOURT AND GONVENTION REPORTER 
KY K 520 BROCKMAN BUILDING 
\ } LOS ANGELES -- CALIFORNIA 


January 16, 1925. 


Dr. Charles F. Lumnis, 
200 E. Avenue 436, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 


Dear Sir: 


Your very discourteous letter received. 
Your book of Spanish Songs was returned to you 
by me about three days ago and you will please 
send me your check for 51.50. I return your re- 
ceipt herewith. The Spanish singer I spoke to 
you about did not care for your songs and said it 
would be of no use to him so I returned the book 
to you. The songs, of course, are of no use to 
me. ‘ 


I still am under the impression, that ae 
miscounted the mimeograph copies that were: ser » ~~ S- 
you. You say your secretary waited a long time: 
for the sheets that were given her. If that is 
true then there must have been a great deal more 
than 99 copies for that would have only taken a 
few minutes to slip sheet after she arrived. No 
copies were run on the mimeograph while she was 
here so she only waited for the slip-sheeting of 
those that were already run. 


Your reference to the bill that I asked you 
about on my return from the East last August was also 
rather small. The girl I had left in charge told me 


no check had been received from you and that is why 


I called you up. When you told me it had been paid 


I took your word for it and did not demand to see uO 
r ae 


seipt or cancelled check as I had a right to « 
no econ CHE its BETEE been paid appear 


ay, 


LEE oe Jes 


